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(Field Experiments) F L ik Fia A L 2 EHNT ST TROMAE L LR KR EZ,F
BET 2R TEFEARLE AEWR . THOEMTALRF LR EFFTHIEMTHARAN

WHEH T ERZ2HFFIHRGOEE.
KEIR L% - FHH FHER

EEBNARFHREAH « W4 (John A,
List) J& i — R0 6 4 ¥ = G R A . T
1969 47 A= F 35 [, 1988 AF 4K Jal i e At K% o2 3 S0 4%
WG B 22220, 1996 F R AR I K22 2 P 24 1
T, MR BT R Bk KRR
(1996 — 2000 4F) | W A1) B K 4 28 B & (2000 —
2001 4F) 5 o B 2% K2z 28 3% R (2001 — 2005 4F),
2005 4F B APHT 2N H K FE LT R L2011 AF 45
NEINE K 4P R E B - A S (Homer J.
Livingstone) £8 ¥ 2% Y J& 3 #2 , 7] 4F 24 3 25 | 20 AR
B EBEBE L, 2012 AF BAHAT Z N EF K F LT &
FAT . ZEWrRE e E B A T R AR AE(EE
ZTIFIR ) (AER) (IR & T 42 &) (JPE) (4
PR T(QJE) % [ bR — il 2 b5 2 T b & 2%
ARIEIC 40 4355 I T 2010 4R 7R A 5 107 FH 28 5%
SR G 23 AR Y N R A R L (L KL Galbraith A-
ward) , F 2015 49 17 2% 1% 35 BHE B & A Al 7
F5| 3CH: 57 (Citation Laureate) 8 FEFR5, 0 H ok
kAT REIR) G5 DUUR G F 228, ZEWRRE N — A
i A7 (g H AR LR T 5 T ST 40Uk T A P AR S
BT T NETF ABEETH MBR T HEH
SR AR SR 20 B AT ML S S S BT 5 £
FE4h 5 A E PR AT FR SR TSI i S 56 A AR A
AR IR H T B2 N T A3 S R L 2 %

F I B G

FHB T B AT 4 R S TR A A S S 5
— ZFN I RIE RIS 5296 28 U 2 1 K A 1
B TR . A SC LA 2 R Xof S 552 96 78 2R 5 0T
77 T B TR A SRR X TS OR HEAT R S8 At R
WL

— X LSRR ERE

(—)FEHHN LT RHIMESTAE

25 3 A DA X 5l S 56 A S W TR AR 22 1Y
¥t (Harrison & List, 2004 ; List & Reiley,2008;
List & Rasul,2011; Levitt & List,2008; Levitt &
List, 2009) , 2= 45 5 2 58 B 10 552 3 52 56 (9 i 2
FLE . FEFL RN S (Field) (133 72, 28 4
[ Jii T 4 9% 3 kA B (Oxford English Dictiona-
ry, OED) 1) fift B . OED 46 52 Hb i B “AE R 56 il 5
Fofr ] A BIF5 ECRE S0 Y 37 B B R A T A AR B AR
FEEAFTE W) TR B U R LN B ST IR
7 3AF 3 T 5280 % WF LAY B0 % N 3 i AR R A AR
B 738 5 2 B OED X 55 i i 5t 2, 2= W7 4% 4%
(Harrison &. List, 2004) ¥ 5 S 52 b 52 56 5945 1
I3RS KIEABER 250 e 1A i M 5T 52 30 Bl
NS IAT 55 v Y A5 S A BT S i D R
PEJTC . S2 58 BT I AR A 55 53 57 2 L DU g e o S
e B3 PR 1 S5 ST 0 T 45 A A S 3 B A P R

x WAL BEMEZRKFHAELS IR EAT P S PESH 611130, % F 95 lakerhuyu@163. com, Bt E & F 45 AR &

HEREL. LA K.
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L SRR B RGBT, ERESMERN
PR A T T 0 B AR 28 R, ZE T 45 %5 (Harrison &
List, 2004) 44 i K 3222 55 S P il 2 2 S RE 1K
SAREA SRR Ml 48 AR S g S S
BT A S e PR O 0 110 25 AR R AR S 5230
Wl 7RI 250 op, SR B B W P R A —
SEARRME M AR 2 A SRR S L g k. ) dn— T3
5 FUF 5 10 B B % (1 9 b S 5 L HL T o R 1) g
R B — e MR B 2 522 5 5t .

2. FBHAGKFTNEBAL S PO LR A,
BRI ERPILE A MO T ELAL S AR fE B X
SIS R 7, AT RE AR AR A B0 P BT O S — ik
NG £ . ZE iR %6 (List & Reiley, 2008)
IRy ESCH S o, SR O O A T TR
55 B4 E 15 L - X 2615 B & X B 19 A7 O i 5 7
Az E SR PR S 0 15 T A e B S i R
R AR B 52 R B 3t 2 5 Bowl AT A i el
e H 2 AE T LB B BT A R E 5 B RS
MR S 0 A B (T 2,159 B LI BT A A R
TS T S 6 28 SR T & S 9 AR R i 2 AT 55
T35 AR 24 A A AT 7E T8 X 2R R0 R 1) 28 B e %
B, 53 0 JLAMC Y 28 5 e SR B P9 A0 D 3K B L S
P AH ECENT 5 3 28 5 B 1 PR 3R 4 o e B O

3. RBATR N SR, B LT R
o BT B R o R R S A L B S 5 B i
JERE AR . — BT L S S g AR
H S BT M AL B E B R A s AU T 25
i A S B T AT W 3K S B 2R M A (List,
2009) 1Ay . f FH HE 400 7 i EAT S 06 0T BE 23 51 R SR
BlAT e R ks . 0k LB TS LB T ]
RE F BT R TR B0 BRI P o AT S5 B0 T oA
EPER AL X TCIE PR T 9206 45 5L BB R R]
REPE . TI7E S S 30 v, 5200 Bl ] B 92532 ) ad
T SRS 9 52 5 ity » 35K AT LAAG 280 R AV 17 FH R 40 7
38 5y T e ) 3 AU o B T S 06 A R

4. FIFT R RSB HE T HAMN KR, B
JEAR SO AT 55 Bl H ) B Y SR . AR TR (List,
2008) TN Ny  FEAL GE (1 S 50 28 520 oy, S IO AT: 55 sl 3 B
) PR 5 A 2 52 30 ) R ok A5 G e P R S 1 S B AR
Sl AEVERER MG 15 2 I RN b A BRI . T A S b S
B AT 55 SOHLIN F B SN TS A 5 1 5

. FEe b Ay ey M. BRI SR 4 Tk
B W ey () B Y I/ 2 0 S 45 51 7 R AN T
FOREA . 28 W7 RR 4 (Levite & List, 2009) 3K H . 76

1% G 1) S B 28 S v S 25 T A R 4y (4 D
R Z/NT HIAL 5 BBy a8 &t . T 7E 5% 1 5
59 v, S B AR A5 1 ROy (BB e 5 SEBR A S
TEOARW) G . 55250 % SC 0 A b B T 3R A 1Y ik
iy G 1 K. A SR A AF 52 (4N Conlisk, 1989)
E & BR, LR TR/ (EEO NS 5
BER By (i ) 189 52 Ty e Al iy 1) 9 7 A A0 A7 7 . 3%
26 5, T IX 2 22 S x5 e B P A AT o R

6. 5 EeA X AT RAF0G K IR IR BT A MR . B SRR
B A S 30 e A v X S 4 PR A R . 2R S R
4 (Harrison & List, 2004)3\ k. 75 525 28 SC 8 opy , 52
PR P B — R A I ABY AR A SRR 5 Bl Xt
HpAM S BARARAERENES ., EXMIEL
rh B ) T B O e 7 S 32 B AR S A0 B A Y A
A AR LA 5 W A B g L. T 7E 56 b S 50
e, Bl asOer S 50 BR8N AT T B SRS B 1 H AR
BT o TR0 010 2 SR B 2 32 30 S 0 B PR B

AR (Levitt & List,2008) A o L4 R % &
(R 2K 5 A S 1l S 3 A — R s — 2 T W X
IS S S AR G S g A S . i T TR R
PN Y DL 3 S S M S g R i A
s PRI BAF 5 2 3 ek B R T B it e TR ) S S
S = SR . R R A R0 e A A
T 40 TR AR T R A JRURS: o = Ay S b S G R A T 28 A
Xy BEE T AR

(Z)FEHHN T LW LR 2R o

ZETRE (List, 2009) DL S8 55 Hb 52 56 Br 6 5% 19
IN LR R BEUE N 28 B S SRV ) A S g Al T
KRR 5 o BRI AR YR S S R T2
P 1 R 5 1 v fEORE R 43 Sy < 52 6 % 246 (Lab Ex-
periment) , A h S5 H 3256 (Artefactual Field Exper-
iment) | ffE 4% 52 Hi 52 56 (Framed Field Experiment) |
A SR 52 92 56 (Natural Field Experiment) . H 4R 52
I (Natural Experiment) ,

1. £ % £k, 2% (Harrison & List,
2004) K A5 58 1) 52 50 % 92 90 e N AL & 7 (EREAS (4l
GHE SR AN LI = KARAR A 25 . i iy AR AR
S S 50 7S R S 0 A A 0 P SRR ) O A R
FEAS . Frigh RAELL I 55 T 3000 N 2 R S i gk
NS ST 55 v Y AR S R BT S i R Y
PR ST  S2 58 BT 1 8 AT 55 B3 57 ) W D ) T S
OBy B PR BT Y R R IR L R R R 4
AR ELSE A SE IR HE SR . T 1 R 0 R DU R K S 5 N
B b S g Bl T R B0 S 6 B B 4 M o B ] Sy 52
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WitE NG ARAE B REREE . 5 H AR AL Y 52
BOAH LG 9250 % S A2 o B dwe s . HUIRARAE T
S 1) PN ER A R A B FE S5 1Y DR R L (H B S AR TR
S AR P A A A 2 I S 5 ) AR R . 2
LUESE 3D R 0= Nl 7 N W v~ e VI =% 56
JT A a5 R 2 Y HORE B W S I R R B Bl AT
AN BERE A T B S % 2 A i LS B

2. AAFEHFE I, S (List, 2009 A M. 15
S SRR L N S Ml S g AT R A B A il R A
ZR55 SR BN R B B R [6) 2 b AE T AN S
SRR TERE T B 2 AR R R R — e AR
PERY AR AR (Y REA Ry sc e ok, i 4n s BLAE
T A 8 T8 =X 35 8 1 o 28 4 1 2 N R 58 5 1Y 52
By, 245 (Harrison & List, 2004) 45 H . 2E £
J5 A 1) 2 A RE AR TT BB AE LA JLA 5 1T B IR S5 39 19 41
T UM — 2 T 0 55 10 25 A R A 0 A R A 3 1 )
B, TEL T AW AR 2 BR 85 b LS8 1 TR SR T
AN 2 —A> AT LU 5 B ML A A Bl — SRR T AR Y R
A M2 — A B4 AN 6] T — M R R AE (9 7 2 A
Bt B 5E 5 5ok 1 REORAE A 2 B TAE AT 52
Ty IR J 405 10 L3 o XU i 2 . 35 4 IX 031 7 —
MNHE . R P B AR A 5 52 — ot 23 FL 1 24
I AN RN gl (2 30 B i35 o i 1] 5 AV FAE 200
[ s 2 A BT AT 19 3 2 4 Ak i 2 2 0 HL e S i
PR TR TS S g R L, =R AR AR
rh e BTN 22 S RN A G A AR AR 2 TR
S AR R B S AN AR Y P R . 2 I AR O List,
2009) 38 1 5| FH A 3K vE A< 28 (Blackburn et al, 1994) 1)
WIFEISIE T # B R AL AR IS E AR BR 1. 723 5%
O BESE A IR T MR AEAS . — AR TR R
AEMRTE 19~27 % Z 1] 5 o) — 1 R 7R [A) — DX i 200
rh TR SR S kL AR IR TE 19~79 B Z IRl BFSY
1z FH S A B AT SRR S 2 A AT R
PN A SRS B 0 . E YRI5 s A AR o i Ak
AT R A A S0 S b A A AT S B T A B T AR
IR 22 . 3K R WY L) 27 A FE A AT BIR B 4F % IXC 1] BT 72 A
AIGE ALY, JF AN RE A R T0I A A A THE S

R4S (Levite & List. 2009) 3 1 3CHEBF 5T
JEB Ny S Ml S G e TR S 28 T o AU A B
FH . F 75 B 307 38 15 107 9% 4 47 (Lichtenstein & Slov-
ic, 1973) 38 o b B st Wi, T & T I i 2 2
R B A S i I %% ” (Preference Reversals)
) T T R R S . S TR T 3 R U S B A4 i By e
WA 2R MEEE NSRS 5 S8, R F R AB
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H S BT e Tl B I 3 A BN B TN
R S M S B A5 AR SE T A S R I AR AR T
MR PR B 2 . S 0 4F (Smith, 1988) 73
BRI T RO SR A WA S 5 R R T
AR “ W P K 7 (Asset Bubble) S28, SEIG 45 5 &
B, Toie R ORE A AL o 2 06 i AR AR B
MATTERRSE 1Y 28 5 FA N %8 77 1 28 I 0 s 1 %5 s
T H AU AR | b 52 By A 52 3 T 3 10 K B 7
Az Bl I R R HERS . T I IR S AN R R AT
B A 5 A A T A 2R 0 1Y S M B
IR ISR S IR e

3. R F M % B, 2 4R % (Harrison &
List, 2004) 3Ky, HEZ8 S Ml 52 50 2 78 A Ry 56 b 58 3
(LA b — 2D R T B S SRR S R P A
— R U AR S A A LA S i E R
FR 1 T IR o) Ry B S ) A R B B R S 58 i il P R
st PP J5iE IR o S L S ) T AT AR S 5 i 1
AT 55 19 1 T B ) Sy 3 552 A0 A: 55 o 0 52 0 b B Ay
8 S5 R A Ay S A IRy B E S S
ARG A 5 T8 B AN 6] 43S DU Fh -2 8

BF — S HE SR 52 M S 9 R A 28 o 2 e i AR 2R A
Bt I BARUERL L 19 28 2 248 90 A 5 3 ok A vh A
WO . 22 TR (List, 2009) 48 H o Ak 55 4 52 56
A 28 5 28 5 W Bl 2 0 A% G2 1 52 30 28 S0 3 JF AN
RE PR IE #1214 28 B 28 50 B 005 7 52 3o o 2 o g i i
JERAE T A e B A R AL 1Y S50 2 A e
AR AT: 55 FLSEPE A IR . T I 2H A B S Ml S 5 1Y
PR T S U Bt 3 T 2400 i is A e 4 ] T B
OGP 2w fE B e, B R RS 2R (Harri-
son & List,2008) 3z ik — 2 B {2 42 52 4 92 46 BF
S TSz m A M H 9”7 (Winner's Curse,
WO RN . A% Gt 1 52 50 28 52 B 58 R W, WC &L0;
JZAFAE T3 03 2 A A 28 00 8 T 150 1 HE 22
SIS E v, BT S B0 B T o T W Y S G T
ok TR 5 B WC ROV IR IR RS A E
PR B, XS A5 R ORI B £ 505 B
515 230 SR A5 B A ELOR R

B S HE J S b 9 4 SR e IR A AR p, B
PRAE S5 96 120 5 o i e R o (S S L) Ay S b LS
Lo T . ZEHTHE (List, 2009) X 52 5 b 7 5 R
PE B AR A T IR AR R T 48 L RV S5
thgl A5 S AZ By T 22 i 1Y LSS R . HOR R T
WA T AR Ak 2 3 R s A 44 R S M 2R AR
(Field Substitutes), SZHiZSA0E & 05 5 FE T4
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A TR e 2 AR Y B AR S (Natu-
ral Context of Substitute) J& 1, B} B 32 7 5 1 48 i
J& s o — B oA AR A R St (Artificial Con-
text of Substitute) J& ¥ , f T HE 28 5 b 52 55 Ff K XF
ST 6 PR AR 018 L ST P A R o el £l A T 52 B
N S35 S R 5 W) i 23 0 L SR AR N
SOBPERINE . BT X — e A AEAE 5] AHE B2 5
by S 50 1) LS R Y R R AR AN TR] T AR R
MR . 244 (Harrison & List, 2004) it — 4
Fi L0 AT 5 R BIR 2 ) T ST b S AR o 1Y B AR
S JE M AR ECHE T N A 15 55 J A T Al R 1 O
SO 5 2 42 rey 2 AU ME 20 S S 00 50 1) G

BF = JEHE S8 S b S 50 SR e Ak A AR Bl O
K 9258 B I FAE 55 B PR B BR ) S BRSSO AE 55 . 2
4 (Harrison, List & Towe, 2007) 3 33 BF 5% %
L, S AT: 55 1 BT 1) 22 S S e B W 10 3 &
FHEWT (Heuristics) . 75525 % SE 10 1, RF & 445 1l
1 AR AL AT 55 2 15 wCR I 5 L5832 5 A 6]
18 Je 2 XA DRI UL D) DA T - 380 4 ) A7 Ay e 5 A S
S 5O A B Y 2 e . TR SR E— 2P
T X — S HE S S M 2 5 ) A0 R T S A Y
5 T B Lb 52 96 AT 55 B0 0] 4 3 T B S A2 iy g R U
AT A5 0 XA S 52 By v BT 7 A R E SR e A T
REME B R B S 2.

BF5 DU I HE S8 S b, S 50 SR e Ak A AR Bl O
1 250 v By B0 PR BT BR ) R LS By . BT AR
(Harrison & List, 2004) 38§ty , 1615 40 09 52 56 % 0F
FEP L SR s T R (B HO /R Z /N T HS
A oy W By i 3X ] BE T B S I A S S S M S
WEFE A5 2R B % 19 22 5 . B 37 52 (Conlisk,
1989) 7£ iz FH J2 06 46 36 il 3 1538 (Allais Paradox) Ay
AR R B, 8 T WO E N TS AE By 1 My i
BF AR A PSR IR R S BB S s . A Y4 TR
AT T 51 58 Ty 1 By £ 1) B SR 18 At B AE
POk e b, 2R (List, 2000 gE— 48 1 . %
JE B 25 T Bl L S AT i 118 I Ay e i R 1 S B AR
JE 77 o 3 S HE 48 5 by 52 36 7T A% P8R AR X 2% 55 1 [
F I g, i R E T2 95 I 0] S A
iy 8 JIApy 5 1) - 2 B R 2 I T i T R AR

4. B R E W E B, 24 % (Harrison &
List, 2004) 1Ay, [ 4R 55 M S 56 J2 78 A 42 52 Hh 52 56
LAt E 2G0T ik B R B S50 B 5 M BT R 1Y
BRI, BRI S A AR Sl 52 50 T 2R 1 SL R A G
BT B IZE 5y (RS AR AR [R] L JF PRAE AL T ik 3

HE PSR SRR S A CIEES N — W% 5.
2 R S5 B ) S 8 PR B 1) OC B R R e SR
Hh ( Experimental Site) 5 52 ¥ /v 4 ( Experimental
Proclamation) . JIT i 52 4 37 #b /2 48 Ji& JT 52 56 14 4y 2
BT AL 1 R KO LI B KOF L SRR R S
o b H eRE S A SRR W Ly B ER
B2 22 5 25 5 30plaal i 47 A Bl 0 5 1) 728 Ak 2
BUE AN SR S MR AL AR T ONBR T B R 0 S
o 3ok R v K g S M B A 1 A8 B A 2 i A
PORTES I = AT R A8k, il SE 8 2 2 48
PO AE LI T RS M A C I EAES S TR,
2 (List, 2011) 458 M, 78 52 596 28 31 58 vh fl il 25 1
HHEAE S0 — 30052 5 3% 23 X B3 ™ A 0 BRI R
05784 4 2 69 47 9 % 1 3% 1 76 208  Hawthorne
Effect) . A\ r B 3 55 344 71 5 (Interpersonal Self-ful-
filling Prophecies). fZ #% & F] %5 %% i/ ( Pygmalion
Effect) 5t 230 BRLAL N 19 5 1) o DA T 26 AR 52 30 25 2R 1Y)
AN ROE . ZEHTRR (List, 2009) A — J5U AR X 58 35
I8 L SR ST S 0 AN AN ST 4 1) A0 B A R L R
LR AT S 56 BT 4 2R 1) D AR A A 3k A R ST
W R A A T DA SC B IR P R

5. BARFEE., ZWiHE(List, 2009) % [ 48 % 4
FE RO TE IR EE MR I Fh R E 1T
S0 . 5 H A S AL Y S 50 A L. AR S8 A7 1
B A, HOOE AR TE T i ROBR 8 19 17 52 56 1) A1
AR B e I 7R T A B TS R B N R AT AL
PE. HT T 2 0 Y S 4 ] R AR T P B
H AR 52 0 23 BRAR U 2% 22 R Z 8] 2R OC R Y e

—EHTRE X KSR AR N A

(—)XEFFERHKEE
1. stERIMAS L EZ LW, RENTLER
S B 5 A R R WL TR A OGS R AN (E A 40 52
(Common Value Auction) fid 2 H 3% H £ 56 /03
bRl AR #2455 iR B H 9E Y L # (Bazeman &
Samuelson, 1983; Kagel & Levin, 1986, 1999,
2002; Hausch, 1987) . 3XFh“fi & i iH 5L ” (WO &L
LS e Y B A 2 1 SF- 2R 2K P R B0 1 O
AT — DT Ml 25 Y i T A0 32 W o SN Y S
X — G AE R 22 AR Bl 5 A R AR e e A
e RIME 5 T 52 40 28 56 14 52 50 11, WC RO ARS8
FETE . B 5 22 A Bl He R AR B 33038 IV SR 4 2R
FIR A B IS AT BT AR . A A [ (B 32 S g L DA
WC RO Ay e it 1 5LV Ak R L A% 8 ) 9 A 240467 S
— 155 —



PR A AR . (BB T 3X — BHE 19  50 4B
B I T I A I R T IY L R AT S LI Y S

TR SR TEC A SR R AR T 3 5 4 R 1 S8 =
ST — 0L T R 0 H SE RN 1A R 5E ) (Har-
rison & List,2008)— 3, i F 52 52 56 %oF 3 7] 411
HAASZ B P WC RO 47T TR 56 . 78 22 T s
AU T S I, S0 ka3 Y 2 AR A B R AN
LA T E S R LN A RIS
5 TR S B RIS A SE M SR G . 20T AR AR
R A AL 2 5 W Fh S M SE 86 - — Rl o R Sl S
B, S A BT A R 1R G Y S0 SR 0 5 4 A
[F] % 1k T XoF il 2 B 7 ot 28 S HE SR 5 0 — b i HE BR 52
by S5 TR 5 S bR B 2R I R AC S HE A
T T RIS, AN S S 43 WD I 5 —
A RAE LI I UG — /N ET R AR T B S
PRS2 55 5 55 25 5 DL BE ML A9 T =X o T 1R
LU B[R] A R S — e S . HESE
Sl S5 53 DU 2P JETT 2 5 — 26 1 Bl RS 50 411 S2 R
() LS S R S Lk B 0 2 R S AT R S e S
SEHAE Gy AH TR . B A ik a2 2T 38 B R S 5
T 0 2 A0 5 S B R A SR ) o8 4 —
. Yool T e MAE T 25 M E , S8
A= LML gl RS —f 585,
FASZEE AT o E S DU 20 A 40 S2 45 SR A AT Bk
3 TE S0 45 U A S — R S I R] A R AR TR 52
FORZBANSZ A5 40 32 b bR & 8 A 58 LS A R 1 =
RN WCE B 5250 BT H 3 25 A A2 it . SR S5
L STV YN S A ok L 3 1 R SN BN 2
FFBA A H A 3z WC RN A 52 R . 17 76 AE 28 55 b
SR v Bl A RO S T WC RN I 7R AR Y 6T 5
M) o 2 S0 AR S8 0 I 1 i R 7 HE B S b S 3 1 1
B, gl RE O TS 5 AT B AR S SR A — B
Ja K R HNW X — 3 F 38 5 & 50 1 e & XA W 22
Sie ZE AR T ORE O B Y B A SR PRI T AR H R SR
2 WC 0N i 7 > B9 R 52 e, T A8 N Sy 52 b S
B ry B R R S S HESR 5 S AL ) 2
B i i S 00 A BT AT e TR T el L S s
FASZ YR — By 8 LW, s 2 78 N S8
by S50 AR B L Bl DUAE B S RS 5 it R A 32
Oy GBI A A LI PR o B 2 h R A S
T WO Z B WC RN B S, 2R AR AR — 2P
i 0 AR S Hl S50 T AR AT 1 45 R T S =
PR IR M E Sz e B A MR R
S, e AL B PR R A i A e e LU
— 156 —

RO REARR W C AL T 17 A 1) 57 THT 52 W) o 5l S 36 114
SR — 7 HHESE 13X — WA, o5 — O T L 45 ) pl
) 22 36 A B I R RRAR WC 5% 7 Y 06 B2 2% 44 L T 4]
A RO B 2 00 A G HE

2. A MR, FEHIRREE(AR
P A B G A0 A Y S SR s — T T LR IR
SR B ZEFSE ) (List et al, 2007) — 3,38 [
S5 i S 6 ) 77 9 0 ek R T il 2 e SR v e B XU PR
W (Risk Aversion, RAZMN #E1T T K%, 7E2HT
FRAF BT SR G v, 2 00wl il R B Y 2 A A 0 10 B
MO S LN A 2 b il 2 5 — 00A Rk
R T B Al e SR S e K A PR R OAS [ o 2 A
R A B O MR, S DL A E) it
(Between-subjects Design) BB T /&, 113 & #ik
BN = H ST S S — R S 4 2H
SN Ry S b 2 56, S 56 i SR 4 2 Sy T H R T8
(5 T R A S8 Y BT AR T S A G i S5 0 = il
RLH AR o o 2H R 2 IHE 4850 b S 0 L S
JIT A T A9 2 0 A R T WA K B 1Y 1878 — 1927 4F
W %) EE AR 4R T (Morgan Silver Dollar) , 256 #5113
Fetr R A B W (EDRE T R T AT T MM
G, I AW U il 2 R R 5 AN (B
gfs B gk, 28 = Al 48 S 0 EE AR AR 4k
RARER S S0 HoSL IR R R AR 528 — L P
52 A RH [A] 3 e — F) 2 S 2 1 3 23 7 i YRl 2 AR
o 2 A B (B2 AR B . AR TR AR AR L X
T =R L 0k IO i 2 M R R R
& B BT A — O 2 PR AT A 2 P AG
B ity )M (55 4 3K 1 7 5 = 2 i il 7 A1 K
FAPE Al 22 5 A0 {8 BT 2 >k 19 75 & XU (Background
Risk) o $5c 20 52 90 25 0 7 o 70 AE 22 52 1l 52 36 1)
SR T HBO AT R I Z RA O b
9 =K Z RA BN AR . Geit ot iy 45 R
W7, 50 2 AR R B = A i i XU IR
MKV AN T K R W PSR A B XU K]
B o N R SR R e g U DR K- AR SR I
AR BRIR AR L 5RO PR 3R 23 B ) ) e SR A Y
SRS A5 33X — SR 5 R BRGNS 3 B4 7 A
HE T AL G0 3 R 0N B X SR KU e A

(Z)ZEHBBHAR

IR 2008 45, 2855 45 I X 56 [ GDP A i o
20 [ TR, 28 3 20 U R K 1 52 1 g 1 AT A
LRV TTE R PR o TR S0 28 5 24 A, 2% 7
1T SE L SE 5 1Y T vk L 6 2655 48 B N B9 4R B B R
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JEIt T — R IR ESE .

TR SR — T T R U2 M X 2B 1T R
F AT« ok 7 SE M SE B9 1 3iE 4 ) (List et al, 2006) —
SCHP B S Ml S 1 O RO T R e 2R AR B
RE BN AN R . RSN R B A
AR 722 A 5 A BB (Voluntary
Contributions Mechanisms, VCM) [{) 5% I 7p , i 2=
Z RN Z MR R W50 . T4 RS BT BT i S
oS E SR B R T R R, RN A
SO E R 28 SR LU TR B
)17 24 Ml Ja R 5 S D S — BT R i H AR
RAFEH AR A O N IUH 2 5 S
S 5 — AR BRI B G 0 B R AR B AL 2H
(VCM without Seed Money) , Z=45 A B 2= 0] #% ik
SRR AR B 5 A O R AR T R A Y B AR B
HLHI 4 (VCM with Seed Money) , 348 AR T i 7]
B 48 B R DL AN L 38 23 A 5 B e R BE 5
B aks T A E AR 1000 £ITiiE B
A 5 55 = 4 R Bk Kl SR 4] (Single-prize Lot-
tery ), ZR48 A Bk 1) 0] Bk 19 46 B 2 LLAE ik 2
WAME AR 1 SETUl 2R — SR A AR
1000 SETTAE(H R AR 5 S U W 26 K% 5 A
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